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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



Claims 1-20 have been submitted for examination. 



2. 



Claims 1-3, 5-11 and 13-20 have been rejected. 



3. 



Claims 4 and 12 have been objected. 



Specification 



The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

The lengthy specification has not been checked to the extent necessary to 
determine the presence of all possible minor errors. Applicant's cooperation is 
requested in correcting any errors of which applicant may become aware in the 
specification. 

Claim Objections 

4. Claim 15 is objected to because of the following informalities: the phrase "and/or 
to administer the legislation" is repeated twice. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 



States. 
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5. Claims 5-7, 9-11, 13-18 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Voermans ("Modelling the draughtman's craft: the LEDA-project 
Legimatics and legimatica-projects in the Netherlands"). 

Claim 5 

Voermans teaches a rule based computerized method of writing legislation, the 
method including:— 

developing a computerized database containing a set of declarative rules 
expressed in the general format "IF [premise], THEN [conclusion]" in accordance with 
which the legislation can be written (page 122, last paragraph discloses the use of 
database containing links and procedures; see also page 129 for examples of 
implemented if-then rules), and 

utilizing the computerized database to write the legislation in accordance with the 
set of rules (page 120, document drafting and assembly support); 

wherein the rules are written in a format or representation corresponding to 
acceptable legislation whereby the legislation is written in a format or representation 
corresponding to the set of declarative rules (page 128, deontic operators serve as a 
base for the declarative rules in a legislation; last paragraph gives an example of 
declarative rule), and 

wherein the writing of legislation includes at least one of the following functions: 
drafting legislation, testing and refining draft legislation, enactment of legislation (page 
120, document drafting). 
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Claim 6 

Voermans teaches a rule based computerized method of writing legislation, 
wherein a computerized database is developed containing a set of declarative rules in 
accordance with which the legislation can be written (page 122, last paragraph 
discloses the use of database containing links and procedures; see also page 129 for 
examples of implemented if-then rules), the rules being written in a format or 
representation corresponding to acceptable legislation whereby the legislation is written 
in a format or representation corresponding to the set of declarative rules (page 128, 
deontic operators serve as a base for the declarative rules in a legislation; last 
paragraph gives an example of declarative rule), the computerized database being 
utilized to write the legislation in accordance with the set of rules (page 120, document 
drafting and assembly support); the method including:-- 

developing a plurality of agreed legislative drafting conventions which constrain 
the drafting of legislation in accordance with a logical structure (page 115, seven steps 
of the drafting process), and 

designing a computer model incorporating the agreed legislative drafting 
conventions (page 122, knowledge-based modelling of a hypertetnetwork). 

Claim 7 

Voermans teaches a rule based computerized method of writing legislation, the 
method including:- 
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developing a computerized database containing a set of declarative rules in 
accordance with which the legislation can be written (page 122, last paragraph 
discloses the use of database containing links and procedures; see also page 129 for 
examples of implemented if-then rules), and 

utilizing the computerized database to write the legislation in accordance with the 
set of rules (page 120, document drafting and assembly support); 

wherein the rules are written in a format or representation corresponding to 
acceptable legislation whereby the legislation is written in a format or representation 
corresponding to the set of declarative rules (page 128, deontic operators serve as a 
base for the declarative rules in a legislation; last paragraph gives an example of 
declarative rule); 

wherein a plurality of agreed legislative drafting conventions constrain the 
drafting of legislation in accordance with a logical structure (page 115, seven steps of 
the drafting process), and 

wherein the agreed legislative drafting conventions are incorporated in a 
computer model (page 122, knowledge-based modelling of a hypertetnetwork). 

Claim 9 

Voermans teaches a rule based computerized method of writing legislation as 
claimed in claim 7 and further including:-providing enhancements to the task of editing 
when drafting legislation whereby the use of the legislative drafting conventions is 
facilitated (page 131, last paragraph before chapter 7; editing is enhanced by supplying 
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the user with a powerful intelligent recommendations check of his natural language 
draft). 

Claim 10 

Voermans teaches a rule based computerized method of writing legislation as 
claimed in claim 9 and further including:~creating a legislative parser to convert the text 
of the legislation to a form that can be checked against the computer model and to 
report any failures to the drafter of the legislation (page 127, the CD parser). 

Claim 11 

Voermans teaches a rule based computerized method of writing legislation as 
claimed in claim 10 and further including:-creating facilities to import the parsed 
legislation into a pre-existing legislative rulebase technology, and to generate a 
rulebase (page 127, last line through page 128, line 3). 

Claim 13 

Voermans teaches a computer program embodied on a machine readable 
medium that operates a method as claimed in claim 1 , for developing, implementing and 
administering legislation (page 117, last paragraph; disclosed is a computer- 
implemented Al system LEDA, it is inherent for such system to be embodied on a 
computer readable medium). 
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Claim 14 

Voermans teaches a computer program embodied on a machine readable 
medium that operates a method as claimed in claim any one of claims 5 of writing 
legislation (page 117, last paragraph; disclosed is a computer-implemented Al system 
LEDA, it is inherent for such system to be embodied on a computer readable medium). 

Claim 15 

Voermans teaches a rule based computerized system for developing, 
implementing and administering legislation, the system including:-- 

a computerized database containing a set of declarative rules in accordance with 
which the legislation can be developed, written and delivered (page 122, last paragraph 
discloses the use of database containing links and procedures; see also page 129 for 
examples of implemented if-then rules), and 

program means for executing the set of rules to develop the policy for the 
legislation (page 120, the Preparatory (policy) Module) and/or to write the legislation 
(page 120, document drafting) and/or to administer the legislation (page 119; one of the 
goals of LEDA project is to make the information, referred in the recommendations 
available to the users. That includes recommendations concerning procedures, and 
implies administering the legislation) and/or to administer the legislation and/or evaluate 
the legislation (page 115 lists evaluation as on of the steps of the drafting process, see 
also page 116, paragraph 2); 
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wherein the policy development, writing of legislation, service design, 
administration and/or evaluation are functionally integrated by the computerized 
database (page 122, last paragraph; functional integration is disclosed by the use of 
hypertext technology). 

Claim 16 

Voermans teaches a computer program embodied on a machine readable 
medium that provides a system as claimed in claim 15 for developing, implementing and 
administering legislation (page 117, last paragraph; disclosed is a computer- 
implemented Al system LEDA, it is inherent for such system to be embodied on a 
computer readable medium). 

Claim 17 

Voermans teaches a rule based computerized system for writing legislation, the 
system including:- 

a computerized database containing a set of declarative rules in accordance with 
which the legislation can be written (page 122, last paragraph discloses the use of 
database containing links and procedures; see also page 129 for examples of 
implemented if-then rules), and 

program means for executing the set of rules to write the legislation (page 117, 
last paragraph; disclosed is a computer-implemented Al system LEDA); 
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wherein the rules are written in a format or representation corresponding to 
acceptable legislation whereby the legislation is written in a format or representation 
corresponding to the set of declarative rules (page 128, deontic operators serve as a 
base for the declarative rules in a legislation; last paragraph gives an example of 
declarative rule). 

Claim 18 

Voermans teaches a rule based computerized system for writing legislation as 
claimed in claim 17, wherein a plurality of agreed legislative drafting conventions 
constrain the drafting of legislation in accordance with a logical structure (page 115, 
seven steps of the drafting process), and wherein the program means utilizes a 
computer model incorporating the agreed legislative drafting conventions (page 122, 
knowledge-based modelling of a hypertetnetwork). 

Claim 20 

Voermans teaches a computer program embodied on a machine readable 
medium that operates a system as claimed in claim 17, for writing legislation (page 117, 
last paragraph; disclosed is a computer-implemented Al system LEDA, it is inherent for 
such system to be embodied on a computer readable medium). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Voermans ("Modelling the draughtman's craft: the LEDA-project Legimatics and 

legimatica-projects in the Netherlands") in view of Brown et al. (US App. No. 

2002/0107698). 

Claim 1 

Voermans teaches a rule based computerized method of developing, 
implementing and administering legislation, the method including:-- 

developing a computerized database containing a set of declarative rules in 
accordance with which the legislation can be developed, written in and delivered (page 
122, last paragraph discloses the use of database containing links and procedures; see 
also page 129 for examples of implemented if-then rules); 

utilizing the computerized database to develop the policy for the legislation in 
accordance with the set of rules (page 120, the Preparatory (policy) Module); 

utilizing the computerized database to write the legislation in accordance with the 
set of rules (page 120, document drafting and assembly support); 

utilizing the computerized database to design the service to administer the 
legislation in accordance with the set of rules (page 119; one of the goals of LEDA 
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project is to make the information, referred in the recommendations available to the 
users. That includes recommendations concerning procedures, and implies 
administering the legislation), and 

utilizing the computerized database to administer and/or evaluate the legislation 
in accordance with the set of rules (page 115 lists evaluation as on of the steps of the 
drafting process, see also page 116, paragraph 2); 

wherein the policy development, writing of legislation, service design, 
administration and/or evaluation are functionally integrated by the computerized 
database (page 122, last paragraph; functional integration is disclosed by the use of 
hypertext technology); 

wherein the rules are such as can be expressed in the general format "IF 
[premise], THEN [conclusion]" (page 129, examples of operations are all expressed in 
if-then format); 

wherein the policy development includes at least one of the following functions: 
policy analysis, development of policy options, public consultation, testing and refining 
policy (page 125, first paragraph; discloses user-analysis of options); 

wherein the writing of legislation includes at least one of the following functions: 
drafting legislation, testing and refining draft legislation, enactment of legislation (page 
120, document drafting); 

wherein the service design includes at least one of the following functions: testing 
impact of final legislation, translation of legislation into operational policy (page 128, last 
paragraph and page 129 disclose an example of translating into operational policy), 
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data requirements analysis, design of service delivery structures and systems, public 
education; 

wherein the administration includes at least one of the following functions: public 
education, staff training, delivery of services (page 120, knowledge-based information 
retrieval, page 125, last 5 lines). 

Voermans does not expressly teach that the evaluation includes at least one of 
the following functions: design of policy impact measurement, measurement of policy 
impact. 

Brown teaches measurement of policy impact (paragraph [001 1]). 

Voermans and Brown are analogous art since they are both computerized 
methods of legislation design. At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious 
to a person of ordinary skill in the art to include the method of measuring policy impact 
from Brawn and combine it with evaluation of the new legislation from Voermans. The 
reason for doing so would be to calculate the impact on user of a new legislation having 
a quantitative impact, such as a tax legislation (Brown, paragraphs [0004], [0012]). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to modify Voermans in view of Brown by 
measuring policy impact during evaluation process. 

Claim 2 

Voermans teaches a rule based method of developing, implementing and 
administering legislation as claimed in claim 1 wherein the rules are written in a spoken 
language (page 128, last paragraph), the method further including:--converting the rules 



Application/Control Number: 10/709,131 Page 13 

Art Unit: 2121 

when written in the spoken language into a stylized or symbolic format or representation 
(page 128, 1. a deontic normoperator; see also page 112, lines 4-10). 

Claim 3 

Voermans teaches a rule based method of developing, implementing and 
administering legislation as claimed in claim 2, wherein the rules are written in a format 
or representation corresponding to acceptable legislation whereby the legislation is 
written in a format or representation corresponding to the set of declarative rules (page 
128, deontic operators serve as a base for the declarative rules in a legislation; last 
paragraph gives an example of declarative rule). 

7. Claims 8 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Voermans ("Modelling the draughtman's craft: the LEDA-project Legimatics and 
legimatica-projects in the Netherlands"). 

Claim 8 

Voermans does not expressly teach a rule based computerized method of writing 
legislation as claimed in claim 6, wherein the computer model is an XML schema. 

Examiner takes an Official Notice that XML standard was well known in the art at 
the time the invention was made. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to implement the computer model as an XML schema since 
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Examiner takes Official Notice that XML standard is well known in the art and could be 
used for representing the hypertext network database. 

Claim 19 

Voermans does not expressly teach a rule based computerized system for 
writing legislation as claimed in claim 18, wherein the computer model is an XML 
schema. 

Examiner takes an Official Notice that XML standard was well known in the art at the 
time the invention was made. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to implement the computer model as an XML schema since 
Examiner takes Official Notice that XML standard is well known in the art and could be 
used for representing the hypertext network database. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

8. Claims 4 and 12 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Arnold-Moore teaches "Automatic generation of amendment 
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legislation". Logghe et al. teaches "Automatic Version Management of Legislation: The 
Agora-Lex Project". Arnold-Moore teaches "Automatically Processing Amendments to 
Legislation". Greenleaf et al. teaches "More then a wishful thinking: AustLII's legal 
inferencing via the World Wide Web". 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sergey Datskovskiy whose telephone number is (571) 
272-8188. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8:30am to 
5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Anthony Knight, can be reached on (571) 272-3687. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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